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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments, filed 10/26/04, with respect to the rejection(s)of 
claim(s) 1,2, 4-6, and 8 under 102(b) have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Chang et al. 

2. Applicant's arguments, with respect to claims 1,15 and 28, filed 10/26/04 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

A. Applicant argues (claim 1), "Tanaka's 'managed object instances' themselves 
are not logical objects. . . (although they may be represented by the management 
software as logical objects). Tanaka's 'managed object instances' are hardware 
resources of a managed network..." (page 10, last 3 lines). 

In response, claim 1 recites "...managed resources... having at least one 
object..." Claim 1 does not include logical objects. Tanaka discloses a system 
wherein managed object instances are displayed on the screen. 

B. Applicant argues (claims 1,15, <Sl28), "Tanaka's 'managed object instances' 
are not a 'resource having at least one object' nor are they 'network resource 
objects'... In Tanaka, each 'managed object instance' hardware device is described 
only in the very broadest term as providing information to the network management 
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system." (page 1 1, lines 9-12). 

In response, claims 1,15, and 28, broadly claim a method of displaying 
management information related to a plurality of managed resources, each resource 
having an object. Tanaka teaches multiple resources to be managed, the managed 
object instances are related to icons (col. 1, lines 29-67). 

C. Applicant argues, "Tanaka. . .does not suggest retrieving data from objects of a 
resource" (page 1 1, lines 25-27). 

In response, Tanaka teaches retrieval through the (resources) displayed 
managed object instances (col. 8, lines 8-20, 56-60). 

D. Applicant argues (claim 1), "Tanaka is directed to graphically displaying the 
status of a network of hardware resources. Tanaka does not provide any control over 
the network, only a display of the status of the network." 

In response, claim 1 recites "retrieving information from a resource object." 
Tanaka discloses retrieval of information from a resource object (col. 8, lines 1-67). 
Tanaka teaches attribute information (col. 5, lines 20-33). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 

whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 1, 2, 4-6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tanaka et al (US 5,471,399) and Chang et al (US 5,428, 729). 
Claims 1, 2 and 4: 

Tanaka discloses a method of displaying management information related to a 
plurality of managed object instances (resources), (abstract; col. 1, lines 48-67; col. 2, 
line 1). Each resource has an object having associated task and attribute information 
(col. 5, lines 20-50). Tanaka teaches that object information may be retrieved and 
displayed (col. 9, lines 58-67; col 10, lines 1-35). Tanaka does not teach the objects 
have task information. However, Chang discloses a networked workstation system 
for software development that coordinates the work of multiple users of the 
networked workstation system. Chang teaches a project specific container having a 
plurality of subject objects; data objects that are stored within the subjects; and 
private instances including a subset of the objects within the project container, are 
selected on the basis of usefulness to the tasks assigned to a particular user (abstract; 
col. 3, lines 13-56). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Tanaka to include Chang 
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teaching's of a resource having task information because it provides the user with 
information of a function assigned to or performed by a user. 
Claims 5, 6 and 8: 

Tanaka shows in fig. 2 1 a plurality of instances of an object displayed on the 
screen (col. 10, lines 1 1-35). 

5. Claims 3, 7, 9-27 and 36-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tanaka/Chang and Colder (US 5,949,417). 

Claims 3, 15,22, 24 and 36: 

Tanaka does not teach that the information is displayed in a window of a web 
browser. However, Calder discloses a property sheet system having property pages 
viewable on a graphical user interface. Calder teaches that the present invention is 
very useful in computer application programs, such as web browsers (col. 5, lines 41- 
53). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include Calder's teaching of displaying information 
in a window of a web browser in Tanaka's management system because Web 
browsers enable users to view HTML documents on the user's computer, the WWW, 
or another network; it permits users to navigate or follow the hyperlinks among the 
documents, transfer files, send and receive electronic mail, etc. 
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Claim 7 and 14: 

Tanaka does not teach requesting dynamic information related to an 
instance of an object. However, Calder teaches a dynamic icon 28 that is provided as 
a visual cue to assist the user (figs. 5A and 5B; col. 6, lines 5 1-63). Thus, it would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Tanaka's display method to include Calder's teaching 
of displaying dynamic information because it may provide users with animated status 
information related to changes, activity, or progress of an object, device, network, etc. 
Claims 9 and 16-19: 

See claims 1,3, and 5. Tanaka does not teach that information is displayed in 
a module within a window of the web browser. However, Calder teaches modules for 
selecting and creating a property sheet system (abstract; col. 5, lines 41-53; col. 20, 
lines 3-12). Calder teaches a display having two or more property pages (two or more 
panes) of a GUI for displaying information of the two or more instances of an object 
(% 4). 

Claims 10-13 and 20: 

See claim 9. See further: Calder; fig. 4. 
Claims 21. 23, 25 and 26: 

See claim 9. Tanaka teaches searching (col. 8, lines 8-14, 57-60; fig. 10). 
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Tanaka teaches that the GUI allows a user to display and interact with multiple 
property pages of multiple property sheet systems for optimizing the exchange of 
information with the GUI (abstract; col. 2, lines 12-55). 
Claim 27: 

See claim 3. Calder teaches a console having toolbar (fig. 4); and means for 
modifying the contents of the console (col. 7, lines 37-60; col 10, lines 13-18). 
Claim 37 and 39: 

Calder teaches a list of property pages (col. 8, lines 61-67; col. 9, lines 1-3). 
Claims 38 and 40: 

See claim 3. Calder teaches that a property page is intended to include a 
secondary window that displays user-accessible properties of an object (col. 2, lines 
42-51). 

6. Claims 28-30, 32 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tanaka/Chang and Lindhorst et al (US 6,337,696 Bl). 
Claim 28: 

Tanaka teaches (modules) a program controlling the overall operation of the 
network management system, program for controlling user or operator input and 
outputs, program coll3edting management information of the network, program 
processing data supplied from the user, and program processing display data (col. 4, 
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lines 3-14). Tanaka/Chang does not teach that a module is displayed in a zone of 
the interface. However, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the 
art at the time of invention to modify Tanaka/Chang to include the teaching of 
displaying the modules in the interface because they are functions that enable the 
user to perform a specific set of related tasks. 

Tanaka/Chang does not teach a tool zone, work zone, or object zone. 
However, Lindhorst discloses a system and method for creating and editing event 
handlers that link events triggered on one object to actions taken on one or more 
different objects. Lindhorst teaches an interface having an event pane (left pane) that 
provides a hierarchical view of all the events, an action pane (right pane) that 
provides a hierarchical view of all the actions, and a code pane (lower pane) that 
displays the event-handlers associated with the objects in either of the two views, the 
code view and the list view (abstract; col 6, lines 2-6; col. 7, lines 35-43; col. 8, lines 
66-67; col. 9, lines 1-7). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Tanaka/Chang 
to include Lindhorst's teaching of an interface having multiple panes, such as a tool 
zone, work zone, and/or object zone, because they provide the ability to incorporate 
multiple information and/or functions in a single surface. 
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Claims 29 and 30: 

See claims 1 and 3. See: Tanaka: fig.2 1 . 
Claim 32: 

See claim 37. Calder teaches a list of property pages (col. 8, lines 61-67; col. 9, 
lines 1-3). 
Claim 34: 

See claim 9. 

7. Claims 31, 33 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tanaka/Chang/Lindhorst and Calder. 
Claim 31: 

See claim 9. See Calder: fig. 4. 
Claim 33: 

See claim 3. Calder teaches that a property page is intended to include a 
secondary window that displays user-accessible properties of an object (col. 2, lines 
42-51). 
Claim 35: 

See claim 9. 
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Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to X L Bautista whose telephone number is (57 1) 
272-4132. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8:00AM- 
6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on (7571) 272-4136. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

9. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free^-; /lujjj 

X L B a^s^^^ 
Primary Examiner ^ 
Art Unit 2179 

xlb 

March 4, 2005 



